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- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 .136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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Status 

1 )^ Responsive to communication(s) filed on 16 January 2009 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) n Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 

Disposition of Claims 

4) ^ Claim(s) 1-27, 51, 70, 92, 116 and 137-139 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) n Claim(s) is/are allowed. 

6) |EI Claim(s) 1-27, 51, 70, 92, 116 and 137-139 is/are rejected. 
?)□ Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) n Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) IZI The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 

10)n The drawing(s) filed on is/are: a)^ accepted or b)^ objected to by the Examiner. 

Applicant may not request tliat any objection to tlie drawing(s) be lield in abeyance. See 37 CFR 1.85(a). 
Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 
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1 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. n Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. n Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This comnnunication is in response to Applicant's arguments filed on 01/16/2009. 

2. Claims 1-27, 51, 70, 92, 116 and 137 -139 are currently pending. 

Claim Objections 

3. Claims 1 -27, 51 , 70, 92, 1 1 6 and 1 37 -1 39 are objected to for usage of the 
functional language "configured to". It is believed that Applicants intend "configured to" 
to mean "programmed to" since "configured to" is functional language and therefore 
given less patentable weight. In light of the notice function of the claims, the Examiner 
respectfully requests changing "configured to" to "programmed to" where a positive 
recitation is desired. See Also MPEP 2106. 

Information Disclosure Statement 

4. IDSs filed on 04/29/2008 have been considered. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for 
all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or deschbed as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 
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6. Claims 1-27, 51, 70, 92, 116 and 137-139 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over O' Neal et al (U.S. PG Pub No. 2004/0062370) in view of 
Underwood, Roy Aaron (U.S. Pat. No. 7,100,195). 

As per claim 1 , O'Neal et al substantially discloses a system for facilitating 
processing and disposition of a transaction within an access controlled environment, 
comprising: 

an access control facility accessible via a global data processing network and 
configured to maintain user information, and to permit or deny a user to enter an access 
controlled environment within a data processing environment and to perform user 
operations within the access controlled environment; a transaction management facility 
operable within the access controlled environment, coupled to the access control 
facility, and configured to store and maintain transaction data based on the transaction, 
the user operations, and a security scheme; 

an authentication facility operable within the access controlled environment and 
configured to authenticate the transaction data based on an authentication scheme 
corresponding to the transaction; and a billing facility configured to consolidate data 
related to internal operations performed by the access control facility, the transaction 
management facility, and the authentication facility to generate and process billing data 
and to send a billing notice to a responsible party via the global data processing network 
(see figs 1, 2, 3, 4, pps 0045, 00464, 0047, 0065-0066, 0073, 0079-0082, 0086). 
O'Neil fails to explicitly disclose the limitation of authenticating the transaction data 
records (or rules). However, Underwood discloses a site server for providing information 
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related to users. An identity of one of tlie users is autlienticated based on transaction 
data records (see., abstract, col 1-col 28). Therefore, it would have been obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the 
teaching of O'Neil by including the limitation detailed above as taught by Underwood 
because this would allow a user to view and change the authentication transaction data. 

As per claims 2-27, 51 , 70, 92, 1 1 6 and 1 37-1 39, their limitations do not further limit the 
scope of the invention. Moreover, their limitations are fully taught in O'Neal et al 
disclosure. Therefore, they are rejected under the same rationale as claim 1 . 

RESPONSE TO ARGUMENTS 

7. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1 -27, 51 , 70, 92, 116 and 1 37 have 
been fully considered but they are moot in view of new ground (s) of rejection, 
persuasive. 

Conclusion 

8. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from 
the examiner should be directed to Pierre E. Elisca whose telephone number is 571 272 
6706. The examiner can normally be reached on 6:30 to 5:00. Hoteler. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Andrew Fischer can be reached on 571 272 6779. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding tlie status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/ Pierre E. Elisca/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3621 



